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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -3 and 7 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/17/05 with respect to claims 4-6, 8, 9 and 1 1 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding applicant's arguments, examiner respectfully disagrees. With respect to claims 
1-3 and 7, applicant is relying on the intended use of the second power control instruction, 
however this claim is solely limited to "a remote station" and cannot be defined or limited by 
what a base station - or anything else may or may not do. That is, the power control unit need 
only generate an instruction in response to the estimate. The claim clearly states "... is used ... at 
a base station", but the claim is directed to the remote station, therefore, the intended use bears 
no patentable weight in this particular case. With respect to claims 4-6, 8, 9, and 11, applicant 
argues that Knuttson has no teaching of power control over a common channel. This argument is 
moot since examiner relied on Chen for the teachings of a common power control. Applicant 
further argues examiner's motivation, examiner again respectfully disagrees, the motivation is to 
comply with any/all known cdma channel structures. Therefore, it would not appear pertinent to 
whether or not Knuttsson only applies to soft hadoff. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 7 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hashem et al (US 6,330,456) in view of Moon et al (US 2004/0066772). 

Regarding claim 1, Hashem teaches a remote station apparatus (col. 3, lines 24-26) 
comprising: a link quality estimation unit operative to generate a link quality estimate in 
response to a first power control instruction (col. 3, lines 64-67); and a power control unit 
coupled to the link quality estimation unit, the power control unit operative to generate a second 
power control instruction in response to the link quality estimate (col. 4, lines 1-35). 

However, Hashem fails to specifically disclose said power control instruction is received 
on a common channel wherein the second power control instruction is used to adjust the transmit 
power of the common channel at a base station. 

However, in related art, Moon discloses a shared channel structure for use in a forward 
link power control scheme, in other words, a power control instruction received on a common 
channel wherein the second power control instruction is used to adjust the transmit power of the 
common channel at a base station (see Moon, abstract & If 0014 & 0022). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made to include said power control instruction to be received on a common 
channel with Hashem' s existing power control scheme in order to reduce the space needed. 

Regarding claim 2, Hashem teaches the remote station apparatus controls transmission 
power in response to the first power control instruction (col. 4, lines 28-32). 

Regarding claim 3, Hashem teaches the remote station apparatus transmits the second 
power control instruction (col. 4, lines 42-47). 

Regarding claims 7 and 12, Hashem teaches a method for power control in a wireless 
apparatus operative in a communication system having a forward link and a reverse link (col. 3, 
lines 64-67), the system transmitting power control bits, on a forward link channel, the method 
comprising: measuring a SNR of at least one power control bit for controlling a reverse link; and 
determining a power control decision for the forward link based on the SNR (col. 3, lines 23-30 
& col. 4, lines 1-35). 

However, Hashem fails to specifically disclose said power control instruction is received 
on a common channel wherein the second power control instruction is used to adjust the transmit 
power of the common channel at a base station. 

However, in related art, Moon discloses a shared channel structure for use in a forward 
link power control scheme, in other words, a power control instruction received on a common 
channel wherein the second power control instruction is used to adjust the transmit power of the 
common channel at a base station (see Moon, abstract & f 0014 & 0022). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include said power control instruction to be received on a common 
channel with Hashem's existing power control scheme in order to reduce the space needed. 

Claims 4-6, 8, 9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Knutsson et al (WO 99/53630) in view of Chen et al (US 2002/0105929). 

Regarding claims 4, 6 & 8, Knutsson teaches a base station apparatus (element MS) 
comprising: a decoder (inherent); and a determination unit coupled to the decoder, the 
determination operative to determine a received power control instruction for base station 
transmission on a channel (pg. 5, lines 25-27); and an adjustment unit coupled to the 
determination unit, the adjustment unit operative to adjust a transmission power level of the 
power control instruction (pg. 5, lines 27-29). 

However, Knutsson fails to specifically disclose said power control instruction is 
received on a common channel. 

However, in related art, Chen discloses a shared channel structure for use in a forward 
link power control scheme, in other words, a power control instruction received on a common 
channel (see Chen, abstract & U 0 1 06 & 0 1 1 0). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include said power control instruction to be received on a common 
channel with Knutsson's existing power control scheme in order to reduce the space needed. 



\ 
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Regarding claims 5 & 9, Knutsson teaches a base station apparatus (element BS) 
comprising: a control processor (inherent) for power control of transmission of power control 
instructions on a channel, wherein a transmission power level of the power control instruction is 
initially set to a reference value (pg. 9, lines 5-7); and an amplifier (inherent) operative to adjust * 
a power level of the power control instructions (pg. 9, lines 1-5 & pg. 10, lines 11-15). 

However, Knutsson fails to specifically disclose said power control instruction is 
received on a common channel. 

However, in related art, Chen discloses a shared channel structure for use in a forward 
link power control scheme, in other words, a power control instruction received on a common 
channel (see Chen, abstract & f 0106.& 01 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include said power control instruction to be received on a common 
channel with Knutsson' s existing power control scheme in order to reduce the space needed. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Knutsson teaches a transmission power level of the power control 
instruction is initially set to a reference value (pg. 9, lines 5-9). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edan Orgad whose telephone number is 571-272-7884. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM to 5:30PM with every other Friday off.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nay Maung can be reached on 571-272-7882. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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